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Abstract

In order to investigate the relationship between forgiveness and social anxiety among college
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students and the mediating role of reinforcement sensitivity, as well as the influence of bullying
experience or not on its mediating pathway, the Forgiveness Trait Inventory, the Interaction An-
xiety Inventory, and the Punishment and Reward Sensitivity Questionnaire were administered to
1696 college students in a university in Guangdong Province. The results found that: 1) regardless
of bullying experience, college students’ forgiveness and reward sensitivity negatively predicted
social anxiety, and punishment sensitivity positively predicted social anxiety; 2) regardless of
bullying experience, there was a mediating effect of college students’ punishment sensitivity be-
tween forgiveness affecting social anxiety. Reward sensitivity of college students without bullying
experience had a masking effect in the effect of forgiveness trait on social anxiety; 3) Punishment
sensitivity was a stronger predictor of social anxiety in college students with bullying experience
compared to those without bullying experience.
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1. Bl

FEAZFE SR AR MARLE A AT I 6 v IR S5 3 3540 BRI 1% ZE AR IR (SR I U] 25, 2022) 0 I AERAL AT £
FEM R AEZBAE I B TR (CE ], 2018). HHE IR, 61.8%I1 KA FEAREAEAEA [FIFE B AR R
RAS, Hpd S R AERA R S AL 725% (RIAMK, E500, 2022), WIRREY, HA0HE
FEAMN 22 FAR R 2 AR 1 2 W SEAR IR, 1T EL2 S8 N FE LR DX 288 ROl 56 2% 28 AT o R AR IR 28 (0 LA
2021; SKIEGE, FREA, 2020). #EACERREX R A RSO SRERTN. AP i A B2
(M4, 2021)0 HATEBUEAIMUMIE, 515, AP EE IR S0l S )7 & s,
B E LM B M A, HSE DS SEI(m bt s, [14455, 2019). IEERMAERIG
WAELE, HfgHEMmE, Fik, AR RS AR LR TR R T, DS T 50 4 1) ek

B MR T FH R H E WSS, R B AN A IS AT RN TE SR, IR
IEMAARL BTN BRI, 7o B 358 RN 58 24t NPT J5 T (Enright, Gassin, & Wu, 1992).
WM, B LA ERE . B ARBEEKT, AbR % AAUE B il stk s 4. (et &
ORISR S AR U, ICRETE B AT NBRih o, R RBE . WA RIEFMAPR R, HIFH
&N AL S (FTE 4, 2020; van der Wal, Karremans, & Cillessen, 2016; $id%, kM, 8%, 2014; Z=4Aii
8, 2012)0 2R RAE NBIEFU R I 0 ROKF B 1R A, FURe T £E FEANDIRZS A5 87K SRR (AR S R
s, A2 W, 2016). Fredrickson 1 Levenson IR FLAH I T B8 20 AT DAET 2 MACEE BN 22 [ O B TR
H, BELL G S A3 DA 9 20K B M O IR B A 58 T AN, TG A B 75 52 A V7 H R
FEARREE CROE, ARSI AT ERANGFETT BT AL, 4. (AR CENREE
i M AT AR X — R R TR FC . IRl BT B FEIR IT T8 R/K T2 75 RE RE M R S A 4 28 £ 78 LA
J W 2 [ A R, DA 06 4 58 8RR A4 B0 4 R HEAT T AT M .

SRk BURE PE 2 (Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory, RST)/& i1 Gray (1987)45 & sh 4 S2 56 Fl.0oFE 2454 2

il
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W k8, #35

WFFCI BRI ) — P S M & R, R He AMATE S OU IR AL T i s S, BRI 51 R 1)
1G4 BINLLL R AT I B3 #a 35 RN B A R 2 (Smillie, Pickering, & Jackson, 2006). b & 2 sk A
TESBUBR /N5, T R T ANATIERE 2 28 0S5 BUR A 5SS T R I R S, S5 i AAT
TEFE 2 B TG 5 B S 5 8 RIS B S (F8 /DI, o] 45%, 5K, 2009). SiBIT G RST
R HE— 0 ] B SR AL UM E I e 2 AR BRI A, AP RAEFRAT I R St (behavioral approach system,
BAS). 1T A4 £ 4i(behavioral inhibition system, BIS)FIx 4t/ B /ME L £ 4t (Fight/Flight/Freeze System,
FFFS). i BAS 2 — MEURAT N R G, R SRAFRRICGR PERISOEURE,  H S e HAR R I 22l ik
PE; BIS Fll FFFS RGUTHAEEEAAH ], XS54 A8 S PR P mURR, 0 i v B AR R IR A 48 51 UM (Tul et
al., 2010). T 5 fb ABURR P X — A% 5 Al B 407 O M A 20 25 B A 5 10 38 5 20 5 4 2 R RS 2 1) ) ELAAAE AT LA
Mauger %5 A (1992) A 75 3 B e i A8 $1 B0 T 66 -5 1 R 98 ARl IR BRI A o o LT IR T A A2 9 UK
SRR, RS AT B CiE R A G AT N AR AR, S AR RS HEIREZ,
TR HME = A R A A 28 AN AENE I HLAR Sy BN, AT A4 B HH 8 v PR A8 ST BBURR M o TRt T 22 i Bl 45 5
MR R, AHFEFR PN TE 0] B AR AN E AN R, MRE R A S5 A58 AL 2, %
il A I AN BE TR [ TR =B 55 42 (Johnson et al., 2010). Kimbrel 25 A & LA s i A5 S0 v A% 0
A2 R S E S 2 TR AL SE £ P8 K, 22l U 55 R DT P A S £ R B AR 5% (Kiimbrel, Mitchell, &
Nelson-Gray, 2010; Kimbrel, Nelson-Gray, & Mitchell, 2012), H: i AT f & 2 SR v b e i AN, B0
FI I FIAE G R (Kingsbury et al., 2013), BXGE FHIEF HAEA 22 A eI T8 Z IR IR, AiRZ M
MAAT N, B EE

MRHE R 2016 4F 4 HIERENA M O T I e [l Wi % T0vs BR (v aa ) e el ke 2 i R AR AR 2
A2 ERSCEEEN A, S AN ETFE. Sk, BRERGERNE. £FSERKTRE
R el R A SR R AL T s e A T e KA AE, TR E e — BRI AR 2 R AR R
LB (NS, 2021). BEPEHIRE ST e S BUME BRI BRIK, ERRRAPZ 24Kk, £ 5
77 A R (R 30 I ) R B R S AT O G TN, Bl R 2, 2017). A3 HIF 50 K B FE 4F B0 20 D A el Sk vk
& i) 5 REA A B BAEAE IEA R (B E B, 1, 2022), 1K T I S AR e R s I AR AR 2 0 &R
Z, SMNEEE R KRBV, HAEA A2 W AN, B A5 2 5 S i 4L A £
J& o A I 0% I A R v 2 G A T R B H R I U I (Valera-Pozo et al., 2021) . X &K A BIS 7EAG I )
TERLE JBW ITT 22 1 ven FEE E FR P IS 190 B0 (Randeelovié & Zeleskov-Djoric, 2017). BRI, #4746 &L i
B AT = AR . B IR, RPN IS T U, T PR A Mo ite— B H [l
WEAAZAT A

ZELRTIR, AHE T3 BRI TR 48 TR B RSP A S R RE IR, DR SR A R 7
HZMPHAER . AR : HL: TOIRH TR A, 9 R0 +E A8 £ R84 B4 1 pm) A A 3
H2: iR & T NI &, 18 ST GBI AN 2 Jah UK PR AE B A0 AN A8 £ P8 OC R A /e VR 38 23
H3: XL MR EIMAS, A HE 4 DI NS USRI S e w sy, HAE T RS
FEACFE R A B 5

2. ARF=E
2.1, FEXNR

KR T EHRER 7%, EE R TR R A G, R3S 1696 4y, B TR 3
Ja, BISCE R 1657 11, A RURCE N 97.7%. #RFE N 17~23 (19.73 £0.77) %, Hrh 54 602 A,
44210655 N. #iikiAk 832 N, A2k 825 N. AHFF LAHESON AT 3E 4T 48— 44 BRG], 1745 2437
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22. fiRIR

221 BRMFRER

KH Berry & Worthington Jr (2001) g il /¥ 58 28 V45 5 F:3% (Trait Forgivingness Scale, TFS) 1 SCIE 1T iR
(ks D5, 2011), ZERILEE 10 MH, RAS5 SIS, M “BEATE” B “TEFET 4
At “1~5 437, BBk R SRR, R ES 1, 34 6. 7 M1 8 @ik iy . AWFFRHIZER
Cronbach’s o &% 0.61.

222 ZEHEEEER

K H Leary (1983) %5 fill i) 32 44 £ F8 & (interaction anxiousness scale, 1AS), H (OB DA EERT
WY BIRETE, EESRH TR, KX HZH#T BN 2ERILEH 15 MH, NE—8E R0y
0.81 (:24li¥, ZEHESG, “KfEJE, 2004). KM 5 smittar, M “REAFFE” B “Z“EFE” 2Hlit 1-5
a1 A3kl B LA AR AR FE R AR R, FLHR SR 3. 6. 10 AN 15 U~ M TH4) » AT 5T 1% & 3R Cronbach’s
o 5305 0.85.

2.2.3. fESIFR M EMEE

K H Torrubia 25 A (2002) 2 1] {46 571 0 22 i Uk 17 26 (The Sensitivity to Punishment and Sensitivity to
Reward Questionnaire, SPSRQ), 1% &3 7 1k §i] S FN 2L R BBURME B /58 7, 4L 48 kT H , %R
TR, A RUR T RE S BUR . RAW AT, “HE7 Ly, “ARET IR0 . A
B 9 Hp 4 5 BB M 5 2l BBURR A R S 73 53R 1) Cronbach’s o &44377 24 0.83 A1 0.72,
224 MRZEER

2% Olweus Il 1 72 5 21 [ N iz 48 [ AH DR A 78 (Olweus, 1996),  ASHIF Filiiz: 52 5 28 1 1l &
FEMRRBR IR AT NS R, WS 18 SRR SR 48 300z DU R R0 AT 20 ad it 2 AN46 H gk
PRGBS, ot Rk “BEcmEs, JEREREEANSAERIR” M “ANitERSmELES), HF
TEM KB Z A, BCE LR ARHRAN R ” o AR AR IR “RRA” W AR ZEET, B “R
Ak W R IR EE T
2.3. gitiAE

K SPSS26.0 HEATHEIR IS vHFIA S 4T, {8 Mplus7.0 EAT #8424 A A /28R A 56
3. /R
31 #EFERERS

AW AR REYRA T KA HRIRSG, WRAAEILRE S Wz 8. ik, R Harman SN EE
B 7 VER A AR B S I I H AT R 1 F R R i, AR BoR, FHMEMR KT 1 3t 18 4,
F—NAHTRIfERERE 12.76% (AKX T 40015 FHE), 158 AT FOA A AE 7™ B (1 3 5] 07 2 0 22 1) R
32. KEEREM, BUERMSHIAEENEXS

X B R AE T U . AR BUR Y R AN RS R R R AT A G AT, SRR, ALY
FEAT 2 FE RS AL BB 2 H) 2 A OG; AA AE S AR T UK R IEMIOS, S5 B ARG BT
TRURRNE 5 S R R 2 [A) S IE AR DG (W22 1 FITR)
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of the main variables
F 1 FETEMRRGIHSEXIH

M +SD 1 2 3 4
1 gi 2.86 +0.49 1
2 AR 3.43+0.58 -0.23" 1
3 BT 0.58 £0.22 -0.22" 0.59"™ 1
4 IR 0.42 £0.17 -0.07”" -0.07” 0.25™ 1

H: TR p<0.001, TERp<0.01, "FERp<0.05 T

3.3. PB4

TEFE SIS R 28 J5 2 0 TE R B 28 D7 R PR 2R 2 R AT HR A B 56 o PR AN SB35 S T RS2
TEME IR 22 T 4B A B RS R B A% AT 5 SR B R (W1 L BT ), B 2000 e 48 ST A0 o e 5 2 R ) ) 42 2
MR (B = 0.12, p < 0.001, 95%CI [-0.16, —0.08], i SN 61%), B ZUHETUN #1A8 £ R IR AR 1 EL
RiRE (B = —0.01, p < 0.01, 95%CI [-0.16, —0.04]), 3= HH 7% i) Uk 7 B8 RURE T 52 00 41 A2 £E RS 2 [R) R 2130
SHRMER . —J5 T, T8 AL I 2R SR X A 1 £ R TR RN 3 (B = 0.02, p < 0.01, 95%Cl [0.01,
0.04]), HERLR B2 (B =-0.2, p<0.001, 95%CI [-0.27, —0.13]), B7 A4 J5i xof 22 4 & B A2 1) B4R RE (¢”)
5 0 TR T 30 T 2l B AP S 4 A8 A R )R] 42 R (ab) R 5 A B o AR R RSB S5 BT Hh A SR A B IR
T2, WORAEN R, SBNANESE, OB RN (Suppression Effect)Hiit, i 45 H 1% 8 RN iR
B RN R E, et NS, (H RS AR [ AR B RS A 5 AT R, A SRR
SR, YRR RSIRRE, N B AR (AN 5 B RS LA (R 2 e Jab/e! | (i AD B, i
FhH, 2014). DRI, AW TUSE HEAR B TR 48 I K 5 AR T S o B I 7 B A0RE I LA AR R T e 1
FH o AE AR S RN GEERE A B B (5 EE = Jab/c’| = 0.02/-0.01] = 0.21, Bl /5 ELFER N & 21%). AHTFJ 45 Bk
B, AU R R, 7E T8 AR PO AL A £ B A h EE BE R  ROR, SR R 2L e
Rk, RIS BN BUR, SRR AR U — P IR HA A AR R

ik v dud
—-0.21**

0'59***
(0.03) (0.02)
—0.10%***
- 09 AR
_0.20***
_0_10*** (003)

"~ R .

(B REOVARHENL H B B8R R E 355 WONbRIER, T )

Figure 1. Model plot of the mediating role of individual reinforcement sensitivity in the relationship between
forgiveness and social anxiety in individuals with no experience of bullying victimization (n = 1657)

B 1 RERZEZHMOENERMER RS HIZEEZ BB HNERREE N = 1657)

A W2 T PSR R B A 4 BT 45 SR B R (A0 1] 2 FIT7R) 0 20000 dok 7 110 B0 o 4 52 AR R I TRl B2
(B =0.15, p < 0.001, 95%CI [-0.19, —0.10], 5 E RGN & 66%), T FURF I ) 4 A2 £5 & B AR 1) L 42 R4
(B =-0.09, p < 0.01, 95%CI [-0.15, —0.03]), 7 HIAE T} G 7E 5 AV 520 #1258 £5 FE 2 [A) ke 213543
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Wl AR

HAER o 55— 5 TH, B A3 e 2 R ) A 1 £ RE I TR N AN 5 35 (B = 0.01, p = 0.25, 95%Cl [-0.01,
0.02]), ANAE 2L U X #1228 £ S B A2 2. 3 (B = —0.24, p < 0.001).

TR
/ \ 0.64%**

—_ * %
3)-2033) (0.02)
~0.09%* )
i ~ -
~ - - _0'24***

~<_ (0.03)
~ o s _—

Figure 2. Model plot of the mediating role of reinforcement sensitivity between forgiveness and social an-
xiety in individuals with bullying victimization experiences (n = 1657)

E 2. BRRZEEH MR N BB T AR 32 & 2 BRI M ERIRELE (n = 1657)

RS 2 vk B MURE I T BUB I RN A AS AR R R DG R (g2, FRAT1SRH wald R 38 #R 1A 6
WRA N ZE 2 MRRNES . ERER, G0 BUSME LA R I 17 T 52 s 24 5 1 je
HARRIA, AL TIAMMAEB = 0.64, p < 0.001) 5 A4 IR = 0.59, p < 0.001)FH L, ZHLHET]
U A A2 B FE A TNAE FH B8 1, PR 1A P B 3 2 S (Wald = 7.83, df = 1, p = 0.005), B
AMATERR B FEIVER T, G BB BR, #EAC AR R ™

4. Wi
4.1. BRESITERE

WHFEEE SRR, KRS R B A B A TN 2, BIOR SR SR AT, A2
FEIE G, BB —BOL. MAT R E SCERRRE, AL S HE P8R SR AR IS 48 SR, AR 1Rl
Wl S R FEFREAR, AR SRS, AR R A AR SR, O T SRR E
ISR WU B 98 K AT DL e K2 AR A PR SR N B R RE 7, B TT AT N b 58 5
PEEEBIEGEIA, A5 M T @SRRI N BRI R, HR AT (7 B A AR 0 A0 5 2 (AR R A e () 25 5,
FUIED, 20115 KA, ETR, 2016). KL, 98 AKE & RG> 7R RE AT PR ST A AR S0V B 17 45 7
PGSR REE, T DA AR . WA B B AR S, R TR ERE M AERF N R, 2
TR A A R G B A E AN B R B . B BRI AT A A> FE N T, AT AR A 2 B R
PR ARYL,  E HRF T O8I AR 5 & B AN E) #2315 58 A AH % (Blackie & Kocovski, 2018
Wuetal., 2019). 7 98 AKFFIAMRLE G N R SZ AR b A s 48 A B SR, 44T
PR B E R F N bR AR, T S e AR S R N R i R > A A AR RS . A
Uk, vE AR AT LU B B[R AT O S I R T A S AR R . MABRSAET A, WAL S
Do L RN SRR R ARG BIEA R, 5 H 8 R IR K, 5 A MR8 B fiAH G (Flanagan et al., 2012).
FENBRAAE: F B Jo A i R 5 KT e BRI RSE 3 Tk (el R, AR i S JE 0 — %Ak,
HALSZ RIS AR, Isler A1 Dilmac (2016) HF 72 B 98 48 & s i i E WL ik L 2L B 22 &, T (B AR B
SN AT FE P I e AL AR . SR ARKCOP R A TN S8 A KR, A B AR A AR A PR A3 vp 5
MSHIGNRAEMRE, B A RS, B, S8 At T] DU Js b N Brah 58 T BRARAE S AR FE
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4.2. SEACHURMEAY P AE AR A

AT, KA TR 58 A S TR AR AE R/ 28, B A KPS, AR T Uk
PhBk sy, AR . A ARHAEREMNS=ZY W& 88 IR A < (Mauger et
al., 1992). Em/K ) BIS 5 B I FRACA G, T8 205 15 TR0 2 18] (1 AH 06 2 2 R oxt T 48 5
BUBME R KRB, SRR N B PR, AN A 20 7 28 A ik R g %) PR U RN B A B S B £
XM AR RS AN RUE 2 T BOHBE S A AR — 2D ) P AR AR R R, I HX £ RE SR B 1A ] 36 AT i 2 ek s>
i AR & A (Johnson et al., 2010) .o 111 i 7K~ R A S BBURS: S o B INAE A 22 B3 e B 22 1 1) 4 & (Kimbreel,
Mitchell, & Nelson-Gray, 2010). R4 5AEUBPE RIS, 18 57 BB & I AR fth N 1 97 T AN B R RURK,
BIS A S #H0E . FEAMEIZIE BIS SEEREAHN N, HAHMEAERL IR, A% AN LRI 0] ik
17 M(Randelovi¢ & Zeleskov-Djoric, 2017).

AHRFE KN, FETCHIRE L IR, SR ROt 7 e A0 5 4 A £ P8 2 Ja) 2 B HH B 2, 4K
EIIR oY YN By AP R 1 S N VA KT NS <36 o7 7)o a1 Yol 758 = S N P R (S92 IO |
2 Rl ESURRAAE A A B X M A e A P A BB (Y 8OR, AR SV b RIS KRR, SR R R
S, T 22 R AT U] 2 3G I A8 £ R T AT B AR AT . TEAR R, R RAE ST 2R EA
%, QOFUIE T ERMERT T, LS MR E B G I AR SRR . 5 A i) M AE OC 1Y) 2 h ek
245 (Girard & Mullet, 1997; McCullough, Worthington, & Rachal, 1997). fEAHF 7 H B 28K F i i Mk
SRR, A S ALETE, RN, R R A N R AR AL 2 (R BB AR, BT
BAMEB SRR, B DO EUR AR . TR K T ) 2 U N 2 i D AE AL AR LA 2 T R
5 BhEBURTE R I AME S 2 A8 47 v (Kimbrel, Mitchell, & Nelson-Gray, 2010; Gable & Berkman,
2008). W& T RGuERULIEH BAS ZRGAN BIS 240K AAH BB S RS, BIE R4S [FN HA RS
FEPUEH (Corr, 2004), [, 3T &% AAKCERAMETT S, BAS BEAR B EEUZE 1) [R] B X e DO 4 il 3
BIVE R IRGS, #1238 £ REAE PO ) S B ey

4.3. HWEREHRAETER

AW T R B 28 17 e 0 R 1 R 2 AR AR T B M A S B EE I . S5 E R & D AR L
A WA 2 D ) 2H AR T BURE X AL A AR R R T P BE K . AR 4 Richardson (1 “Id FRARAY” Hig, A
15 AN FR AL T — R PAPIRE, (B ARG I X R PADIRS TR, TR 2754 — R A%
7R WNECZ B AUR IERE R, HF Fisd X A IR T A R DE BN ORI, WA
5 S AR (S E ARG, 2017). I HA WA Z D00 AR T 7R N BR A A ARS8 3 7 58 22 1 S R
gr UL Sy, TR B E BIS. X5 DAAERIBE ST AE R — B0, B IR R 1 T 3R I H ORI U
(Valera-Pozo et al., 2021). A # IR L JIAMELE ) r= A i B RN, B 50 R ST U, 18
BN ISR A0 e i A G e A AR (LIRS, 20155 fize, XIEE%E, 2015). [AIR R
() H bR NFFIE R AP LSRRI 2, X — R AR 2k RNV IE R RE RIS, M ATTek | B ALK
SREUHS B (Siegel, Greca, & Harrison, 2009). 7[R f:5¢ & FH#EAZ B 778055 1 22 A2 0 2 T B 2| R A K 0w 7]
P Ese g FEHER . AARECE RIFEE D5, B EMEL%A, BONBHIRE BRI RORFES:, FRIE,
BT, 2019)0 XMUBATIEIMERE KA E ENBRASAE P A T 2 M O AR AR 2 s,
HEZE MR R AL fE g

4.4. HREXFRE
AT 5 T REEA TG R I A A FEFE IR S AL, e 45 A R R 4 iz A A
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B B

MIZEFNE, AR ST AR B IR AL TR, RV I 5 AT T DU e e 5 i i A R )
FPRAE AR . RN 2 R R R AE UL, B 97 K5 A 1 58 AR I LA DAL e B R . ik
AT FCRIAT I e 4 i ox b B g i AR, AR ST UM X A S B R B SR, i LA AR
XTI 28 P BN T LLEE 22 A Lo AT RBS R IR AT A R 2 ) BT S DAL i 0385 B P i ST R 4
HINFRIE R SCRF RS

AWK T KA A BURE£E 8 AT 5 4R 50 B R 2 TR R DL A T i 28 I AE 4]
TRURRIE S SRR [B] SR o (BT FURAFAE AL B, M T A+ A RS i i HBk AT
THPLHHT, Ja SR LCRE 5248 73 8 E BTE AN bR 98 A8 P EE 5y, Xt 8 AR I SR AN SR AU EAT DR VRIS IR 7
FKJa it — D AT EIRARIBE T FK, AHE TR PR EHEAR AT 204, 2 )5 BB T AT L3 Sl 0 iz
HEVRABIR A AR BEAT IR 7E, R TOR Il A i 5 B2 10 W KA A A 8 A0 i AL SRR E (R R 1 52
Mt A2 R R IR AR PR S X FR, A FUTIER O AR B R R AR A AR A, BRI RR
25 2 B R REAT R AT 7T LAAS Y B BT W 1k 2512

5. 51
1) KBRS SRR S A TS B, E U TF T A
2) KA AE ST URE M 7E B 20 B AT A B I AE PR A RO s TE M R A  J3 K 2 2 1 48 o e e 7

T RV U A A8 £ RE KIS R F PP A AR A RN
3) SEBIREZ IR AAEAME, AR L 1 AR 1 R ] Ak 52 £ R8O T30 1 FH 55

SEEk
RN, T4, SKFIHE(2009). HRALBUBME ARG EIRIRVE. OB ESE T, 17(2), 390-395.

FRE I, FuEE2(2022). K AR T AR5 R Il 4 R B D S5 AL AR R RV AEVE R R B R R, [0 H 437,
36(9), 810-816.

WIRKEE, RiEhs, FBEWI(2016). B2 HIRTE M MR R TT. AR RS AR 2FFHR), 16(3), 195-199.

BUR, SREE, T, MR (2020). HAZ AR T HLBURA R AR IR 4 A SRR R e
W75 4 2, 29(1), 56-59, 13,

FKA, HIIR(2016). KAETTAE EWERMBIIR R NBRRANTNMER. @A ZZR(FH LK), 32(0),
136-140.

SR, FREEY, kI, TEES, 2588 (2017). JLE O FERE A KSR R I B A T AR
FIFHH B, (2), 65-T1.

AR, AR, 2, MEHE(2012). TR TR IR B IR, A @G 0B 44 %, 20(1), 132-134, 138
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